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Advertiſement. 
TH OUG H the * Traft? that gave 


occaſion to theſe Letters was t00 
incon/iderable to deſerve an Anſwer, 
and much leſs may it ſeem fit tha: 
be Public ſhould be troubled with it, 
yet as the Argument is of the greateſ} 
importance, and the Unitarian opinion 
is now found ſo much to prevail, if 
any thing that is here ſaid in a plain 
manner, can be at all of uſe to be 
oppoſed to it, tis hoped it may be 
ſome excuſe, both for the attempt and 
the preſent Publication. 


NM. B. The firſt Letter was occaſioned by 
Mr. Williams's going out of the Church 
when the Athanaſian Creed was reading, and 
returning again when it was over. The tao 
latter were occaſioned by his printing and re- 


publiſhing his Book. 
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Written by one G. Williams, who boaſts that he is a 
Livery Sesvaxr, and reprinted with large additions 
and recommendations. 
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LETTER the FIRST. 


SIX, F 


E KEEN HE honour I have 'for the 
— 9 memory of your deceaſed 
Ii T 3 x Maſter, and for the Ladies 
—__ © you now ſerve, and the re- 
See 1 en I have for Yourſelf, 
give Me much concern to 
hear of your leaving the public worſhip 
when the Athangfian Creed was begun and 
returning to it again when it was over. 
This was ſuch an affront to our Church, 
and, ſhewing ſuch diſlike, or rather abhor- 
rence of that part of our Service, as I think 
you can neither in conſcience or good man- 


ners juſtify, and as I am ſorry you would 
give ſuch pleaſure to our enemies to hear of. 


Can you think yourſelf capable of un- 
derſtanding that Controverſy ſo well, as to 
be 
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be able to make a judgment npon it, fit to 
be ſet againſt the wiſdom and authority of 
the Chorch ? Would it be a crime in you 
fo much as to hear that Creed repeated, or 
was it that you 'would ſhew yourſelf fo 
much wiſer than your Teachers, that you 
withdrew in that manner on the repetition 
af it? This muſt ſhew at leaſt the very 
high opinion you have of your own judg- 
ment, in a matter that has ſo much exer- 
cited the pens of the moſt learned, and 
that can hardly be thought a ſubject fit for 
any other to meddle with, 


— 


What grounds you ga upon in forming 
your judgment upon it, I know not: but 
common modeſty would make men not 
too peremptory in determining on a point 
that they ſee to be too difficult for many 
of the moſt learned fully to agree in. Vour 
information, I preſume, muſt chiefly ariſe 
trom ſame of thoſe low pamphlets that 
have been ſo induſtriouſly ſcattered about 
by the enemies of Revelation, to unſettle 
men's minds, and if they could, to deſtroy 
the Chriſtian Faith. Such as An Appeal 
& Common Senſe, &c. 


1 
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But can theſe be thought ſufficient to 
form a judgment upon, on ſuch high points 
as the TRINITY, the Divinity of CunisT; 
&c. that have been matters of ſo much con- 
troverſy in the Church? They may beget 


prejudices in ignorant minds, and ſerve to 
make conceited perſons that think well of 


their own underſtandings, confident in 


matters plainly above their comprehenſion. 
For is common Senſe a proper judge of 
ſuch Myſteries, or are all people to take 
upon them to determine in points of ſuch 
high concern? Is the authority of the 
Church, and of ſo many learned men, to 
have no weight, and is every one to think 
himſelf fit to decide controverſies of this 
Kind ? 


It is true every one is to judge for him- 
ſelf : but ſure it ought to be with great 
modeſty and reſerve, in things fo much 
above, not only common capacities, but 
even the greateſt. But to fly in the face 
of the Church, and openly to charge it with 
falſhood and impiety, in fo high a part of 


its worſhip (for that your behaviour on this 


occaſion muſt imply,) muſt be in a perſon 
not e to make the fulleſt inquiry, 
highly 


S 
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highly raſh and preſumptuous. Whatever 
good opinion you may have of yout own 
underſtanding, (and nobody will diſpute it 
with you, in matters of another nature,) 
yet the form of Gop, and the manner in 
which He exiſts, are not to be compre- 


hended by us, and can only be learnt from 


his own revealed Word. And concerning 
the expoſition and right underſtanding of 
that word, they ſure are like to be moſt 
capable, whoſe learning, and ſtudy have 
beſt qualified them for it. And ſure it 
ought to be preſumed in favour of the 
Church, that ſhe has taken the beſt care 
ſhe could in this matter, and ſettled her 


worſhip according to the beſt inquiry and 
judgment the could make. And is every 


private man, every illiterate perſon, every 
captious or -conceited diſputer now to- ſet 
her at defiance, and charge her with error, 


| abſurdity, and a form of worſhip not to be 
| born ? f 


* 


But as for the Albanaſian Creed in par- 
ticular, tis the beſt Expoſition that has 
ever been made of the TRINIT , for 
guarding againſt the many Hereſies that 
have aroſe concerning it, and has been ge- 

nerally 


EF 
nerally received as ſuch by the Catholic 
Church, and by our own, for that purpoſe; 
And that which makes it ſo. great an object 
of enmity with many, is the great uſe it is 
of for that end, and the oppoſition it ſtands 
in to thoſe, that would in ſome way or 
other corrupt the Faith. The abſurdity 
and uncharitableneſs it is charged with, 
are groundleſs cavils, and when fairly con- 
ſidered, it is free from both. Tis the ſub- 
ſtance of the faith that is declared to be 
neceſſary to Salvation, of which that Creed 
is ſaid to be a true expoſition. And the 
equality that is there ſaid to be between 
the three Perſons in the TriniTy, is only 


as they are all confeſſed to be but one 
GOD. | 


Ho this can be we cannot comprehend, 
but find it plainly aſſerted in the revealed 
Word, and ſuch evidence given of it, as 
makes it neceſſary, we think, without any 
ſubtil evaſions or diſtinctions, to be believed. 
And a ſmall degree of modeſty might make 
people ſuppoſe. that the Church has good 
reaſon for retaining this expoſition of it in 
her worſhip,” and. ſo much the father, as 
thoſe that are enemies to the Faith, expreſs 
ſo much. zeal againſt this confeſſion of it. 
(2 VVV 
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J hope you are not ſo weak, as to be 
prejudiced by that poor objection in ſome 
men's mouths, How can three be one, 
three perſons one Gop? For Perſons here 
are not be underſtood, as when we ſpeak 
of men or created beings, ſeparated and cir- 


cumſcribed by time and place. Tis im- 


properly uſed, though the beſt we can uſe 
to ſignify that diſtinction, more than no- 
minal, that we find in Scripture, between 


FATHER, Son, and HoLY GO S T: 


though what that diſtinction is we cannot 
comprehend, and therefore are forced im- 
properly to expreſs. But ſuch a diſtinction 
we find plainly from the New Teſtament 
to be, and therefore ſay, the FATHER is 
Gop, the Son Gop, and the HoL Y GrosT 
Gop, and yet not three Gops (for that is 
a plain eros. but all three but one 


Gop. 


Were perſonal properties in Gop, ſuch 
as they are amongſt men, this could not 
be. But as the Divine Nature is ſo in- 
finitely different from our's, and therefore 
ſo utterly beyond our comprehenſion, it is 
much fitter we ſhould believe what we find 
plainly revealed, than ſet up our own no- 
tions and weak reaſon againſt it. But I 

© WER may 
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FEI 
may not here enter farther into this con- 


troverſy, nor take upon me to clear points, 
that muſt be owned too myſterious for our 


underſtandings. 


What would obſerve to you is, the 
raſhneſs of taking upon you in ſo decretory 
a manner to condemn our Church, and 
publicly affront her worfhip, on account of 
a Creed, that has had the approbation of 
the moſt learned through ſo many ages, 
* and that can hardly be thought within 
your capacity rightly to judge of. If it be 
thought impertinent in me to tell you this, 
> or to trouble you in this manner, it is in 

vindication of our Church's honour, which 

I was forry to hear had been ſo much 

' wronged, by a perſon whoſe ingenuity I 
had otherwiſe ſo much eſteemed, and to 
whom I would with ſtill to be accounted a 


real Friend. 
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LETTER the SECOND. 


HE foregoing Letter I wrote, at 
the time, and on- the occaſion. 
therein mentioned, but did not 
ſend it, as fearing it might be of 
little ſeryice, and likewiſe leſt I ſhould be 
thought too impertinent. But now as you 
have ſo openly condemned out Church, 
and avowed your opinion with ſo much 


earneſtneſs and zeal, I have been inclined 


to offer it yet to your conſideration, and to 
add a few things farther with regard to the 
Tract you have publiſhed, which is lately 
come to my hands. I ſhall not attempt 
to anſwer it, as I know not well how ta 
go about it, ſo confuſed as it is, and you. 
having declared, that without producing, 
Texts more numerous than you have done, 
there 1s no other poſſible way of confuting 
it, I ſhall not however vie with you in 
quotatians, but hope a few, more to the 
purpoſe, may ſerve, if not to convince you, 
yet to vindicate our Church, and juſtify 
my own practice in making uſe of her 
pe A 


The 
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The firſt point which a number of Texts 
Gam brought to prove, is that which no 
Chriſtian denies, that there is but one Gov. 
Is it not the very firſt of our articles? What 
need then of ſuch a profuſion of Texts, 
unleſs for meer oſtentation, to prove a point 
that nobody doubts of? But before we 
go farther, will you give me leave to aſk, 


whether you can conceive or comprehend 


what that Gop is, how he exiſts, in what 
form; or what that which we call his Eſ- 
ſence may be? Is he confined, is he of any 
ſhape like a man, or under what figure can 


you repreſent him to your mind? If under 


none at all, —if He be immenſe, incompre- 
henſible, omnipreſent, and exiſts and acts 
in a manner to us utterly unknown, what 
are we determining about it, or how can 
we know any thing of him, but what he 
has revealed to us in his Word? 


His moral perfections we may gather in 
good meaſure from reaſon, and his power 
and many attributes we may learn from his 
works. But the manner of his exiſtence, 
what the Scripture calls his form, which 
we are now difputing about, we can have 
no other notion of, than what he has given, 
us in his Word. If then we find there 

| mention 
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mention made of FATH ER, Son, and 
Hol GnosT, and ſnch works and pro- 
perties aſcribed to each, as can belong to 
none but Gop, and manifeſtly imply an 
almighty and divine power, muſt we not 


tay, that theſe are all partakers of the ſame 
divine, individual. nature, and therefore 


whatever other diſtinction there may be be- 


tween them, are yet all one Gop. 


That we, cannot tell how this can be, 
ſhauld be no objection to our believing it, 
as we cannot tell what the Goputap is, 
or in what form or manper it exiſts. That 
which gives prejudice againſt this belief, 
feems to be the forming our ideas of Gop 
from too cloſe an attention to the nature 
and individuation of man. Becauſe three. 
perſpns here cannot he one, or partakers af 
the ſame numerical nature, we think it 
abſurd to ſuppoſe it ſhould be ſo in Gop, 
not-confidering the infinite difference be- 
tween his nature and our's, the one limited 
and confined, the other without all bounds. 


When therefore yau play with words, 
and aſk in a childiſh manner, How can 


three be one? you betray great ignorance. 
of the argument, or at leaſt great inatten- 


tian, 


. 
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tion to it. Do we ſay that three perſons 


are one perſon, or that thoſe we call per- 


ſons, are diſtinct in any like manner as we 
are here? If we talk then of a Being quite 
of another nature, how ridiculous is it 
to apply to him the propertics that belong 
to ourſelves? That we are forced to ſpeak 
in this matter in ſuch terms as imply dif 
tinction amongſt ourſelves, as the word 
Perſon does, is for want of ſuch as are 
more proper to expreſs the divine nature, 
which, as we are ignorant in what form it 
exiſts, we have not language to do. But 
to raiſe an argument upon it, and from the 
impropriety of our words, (when we have 
no better,) to determine any thing of the 
manner of the exiſtence of the divine na- 
ture, is to argue very inconcluſively and 
without any PRION 


This I have ſaid. in anſwer to that poor 
popular objection, Can three be one? and 
the low Appeal to common Senſe, that you 
ſo much approve. There ts another thing 
I would obſerve, which your book and 
ſome other pamphlets. run much upon, 
which is the ſubordination” of Sox to the 
FATHER, from whence you would infer” 
dis inequality. As the Scripture declares, 

that 
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that in the GopuzAap there is a FATHTR 
and a Sox, and the Sow begotten by the 
FATHER, nobody, I preſume, will deny 
that the Sox is ſubordinate to the FATHER» 
But this is only a relation of order, and 
does by no means imply an unlikeneſs of 
inequality of nature, but rather the con- 
trary. For as the Scripture uſes the term 
begotten, in contradiſtinction to creation, 
it may ſeem to be on purpoſe to denote the 
communication of the Fulneſs of the Gop- 
HEAD, as St. Paul ſpeaks, as in human ge- 
neration the begetting a Son implies com- 
municating the whole human nature, if we 
may be allowed to uſe that compariſon, 


_ Here therefore we may with much more 
teaſon appeal to common ſenſe, than in the 
other caſe. Byt in this indeed, as we arg 
ſpeaking of a ſubject we cannot fully com- 
prehend, we had better content ourſelves 
with the check given by the Prophet to 
ſuch bold enquiries, Who can declare his 


generation ? than pry too far into things 


beyond our line, All then that you have 
brought to prove the ſubordination of the 
Son to the FATHER, is nothing to the 
purpoſe, It does not prove him inferior 


in nature, though deriving his nature from 


him, 


A 
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him. It only proves that there is a diſ- 
tinction between them more than nominal, 
though we know not what to call it, which 
conſtitutes them FATHER and SoN, as the 
Scriptures name them, 


The Son therefore we believe is one 
Gon with the FATHER, equal to the FA- 
THER, as touching his Godhead, though 
inferior to the FATHER, as touching his 
Manhood: not a Gop made or created, or 
deputed or appointed only, which were to 
make two Gods indeed, an higher and a 
lower, but one of the ſame nature, ſub- 
ſtance, and eſſence with the FaTHER. If 
you aſk. Nicodemus's queſtion,, How can 
theſe things be? I muſt anſwer as before, 
I cannot tell, becauſe I cannot perfectly 
underſtand or comprehend the Divine na- 
ture, nor in what form or manner it exiſts. 
But that ſo it is, I aſſuredly believe, he- 
cauſe the Scriptures plainly declare it, and 


give ſuch evidence of it, as I dare not 
refuſe. e 3 


But you ſay, nothing can convince you 
but plain Texts of Scripture, and I believe 


Hardly thoſe. neither, For you are very 


poſitive none fuch can be found ; that is, 
none but what you by ſome means or other 
8 : can 
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can evade. For otherwiſe, what can be 
more expreſs and plain, than that in St. 
Jobn's Firſt Epiſtle, There are three that 
bear record in heaven, the FATHER, the 
WorD, and the SyirIT, and theſe three 
are one; or that in the firſt words of his 
Goſpel, In the beginning was the WoRD, 
and the WoRD was with Gop, and the | 

Wok was Gop. Are not theſe plain 
Texts? But theſe are to be invalidated, 
or explained away: The one to be under- 
ſtood of a Gop made or deputed ; the 
other to be expunged out of Scripture, and 
held as of no authority. 


4 But J liſt not here to debate this matter 

14 farther with you, as tis not theſe diſputed 

4 Texts only that prove CHRIST to be truly 

Gov, and ſo one Gop with the Fa THER, 

but the whole tenour of the Goſpel beſides, 4 
and many other very plain and expreſs pa- 
ſages there. Were I to repeat all theſe, 
I might ſeem to be very tedious, and to do 
a very unneceſſary Work. A few there- 

fore I hope may ſuffice : . And what think 
you of theſe followin 85 ? 


As the FATHER hath life in bimfelf, ho 
bath he given to the SON to bave life in 


himſelf ? 


* * 
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himſelf.* Muſt not the life that was given to 
the Son, be the ſame perfect life with the 
FATHER's, life in himſelf; and muſt not 
this ſignify the Son's being of the ſame 
eſſence and indefectible life as the Fa- 
THER? How this was given him, how 
communicated from the FATHER to the 
Son, we know not; but ſure it muſt imply 
a full and perfect communication of the 
divine nature with that life, and making 
the perſon to whom it was communicated, 
one Gop with Him. And it ſeems ne- 
ceſſary to be ſo, as we find the attributes 
and perfections of Go p, ſo fully and ex- 
preſsly aſcribed to him; that he is ſaid to 
have made all things, viſible and inviſible, 


—to uphold all things, —and will at laſt 


judge the world. Can this be done by any 
thing leſs than a divine power? by one 
that is not omnipotent, omnipreſent, or 
that is not truly Gap ? 


Hence the Author to the Hebrews ſtiles 
him, The brightneſs of his glory, and the 
expreſs image of his perſon, F not meaning 
by perſon one ſeparately exiſting, like as we 
mean it amongſt ourſelves, but differenced 


® John v. 26. + Hebrews, i. 3. 
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in ſome manner that we cannot compre- 
hend, or properly expreſs, though till fo 
united, as to be in nature and eſſence one 
and the ſame. And therefore tis not fo 
great an abſurdity, as you ſeem to think 
it, that a learned Man, ſpeaking of the 
TRriNnIiTY, uſes the expteſſion of three 
SoMEWHATS, to ſignify the impropriety 
of the word Perſon, and how ignorant we 
are, and how unable to' conceive or expreſs 


aright, that diſtinction that is in the Gop- 


HEAD between FATHER, SON, and Hory 
GHOST. 


But farther; CRRIST himſelf tells us 
plainly, that all men are to honour the Sox, 
even as they honour the FATHER, not 
with an inferior honour, ſuch as is due to 
a creature, or as the Papiſts pretend to give 
to their Saints, but with the ſame honour 
that is to be paid to the FAT HER himſelf, 
faith, hope, truſt, love, invocation, adora- 
tion, &c. This is what is due to the 
FATHER, and is alſo to be paid to the 
Son. And can he then not be one and 
the ſame Gop with him? Will he give 
his honour to another? He that has (6 
ſeverely puniſhed idolatry, would he admit 


4 John V.. 23» 
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his Sox to ſhare with him in his glory, If 


he were not intimately one and united 


with him ? 


But the Scriptures fully give us the 
reaſoh of this honour that is to be paid 
to the Sox ; which is, becauſe he has the 
power and attributes of Gop, as was before 
mentioned, and ſo muſt be honoured as 
God. For can he that has theſe not be 
Gop, or can there be two Gods, an higher 
and a lower, or what being will you give 
to this ſecondary God? But you refuſe 
conſequences, and will not ſtand to reaſon, 
though we are bleſt with it, that we "= 
pay to God a reaſonable ſervice. 


1 beſides all n ſays 
plainly, That Gop was manifeſt in the 
Fleſb, d and that this may not be expunged, 
or interpreted of an inferior God, he ſays 
more expreſsly, that all the Fulneſs of the 
Godhead dwelt in Chriſt bodily. || If this be 
not Scripture enough, and plain enough to 
convince you that CHRIST 1s truly Gop, 
I know not what can, and I ſhall not pre- 
tend to trouble you any further. If the 


$ 1. Tim. ill. 16. | Colo. ii. 9. 
Fulneſs 


1 

Fulnęſi of the Godhead dwelt in him, what 
would you have more? And as we are 
agreed there can be but one Gop, it 
muſt follow that he is one with the FA- 
THER, intimately united in the ſame divine 
nature with him, though differenced be- 
tween themſelves in manner we can't 
comprehend, 


Yet here let me add one Scripture more, 
which I think is alſo very deciſive. It is 
in Philip. ii. 5. where St. Paul, ſpeaking 
of CuRISs T, ſays, that being in the form 
of Gov, (and what can that mean, though 
to us incomprehenſible, but being partaker 
of the nature and eſſence of God ?) being 
in the form of Gop, he thought it not 
robbery, not a thing ſo highly deſirable to 
be equal with Gop, as he then muſt have 
been when he was in the form of Gon, did 
not fo eagerly covet to continue ſo, but 
difrobed himſelf, as it were, of his Gop- 
HEAD, and took upon him a very different 
form, the form of a Servant, and was 
found in this world in faſhion as a man. 
What is from hence to be inferred, but 
that when CurIisT was in the form of 
Gop, as tis expreſsly ſaid he was, he was 
equal with Gop, that is, partaker of the 
ſame 
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fame infinite and eternal nature with him, 
that is, with the FaTHER, who as the firft 


Perſon, is commonly in general tiled 
Gop ? 


And Dr. Clarke himſelf, your great 
Oracle, cannot tell how to avoid this con- 
ſequence, but owns that the Son had 4 


being in the boſom of his FaTHER, and 


was partaker of his glory in the beginning, 
according to your own quotation, page 22. 
What beginning? Not of creation ; for 
CuR1sT ſays it was before the world was, 
that is, from all eternity. For what can 
be meant leſs by that expreſſion? Some 
of the primitive writers uſed it, to denote 
the eternity of the Sox, and his exiſtence 


before his manifeſtation in the fleſh. But 


they never intended by it to ſignify his 
being a creature, who was himſelf declared 
to be the Creator of all things. And Dr. 
Clarke owns, that as the FATHER was 
eternal, he muſt have had power from all 
eternity to beget a Sox, if he had will to 
do it, conſequently, the eternal generation 
of the Son can be no inconſiſtency. But 
theſe things are beyond our line. The 
tranſactions of eternity we as little under- 


Rand, as we do the nature of the Divine 
Being, 


k * 1 


Being. We can think of nothing but what 
had a e, and was done in time. 
And now is not here ſufficient evidence 
of CuRisT's being truly and properly 
Gop, and can we think that the Scriptares 
would have ſpoken of him in the manner 
they have done, if he had not been ſo? As 
for all the Texts you bring, to prove the 
inferiority. of the Son to the FaTHER, the 
FATHER, $ ſending him, his ſpeaking the 
words of his FATHER, and the like, they 
are ſo eaſtly-and naturally underſtood and 
explained with regard to his Mediatorial 
Office, and as he was Man, that it muſt be 
| great prejudice. or inconſideration to make 
them ſeem of any weight in this caſe, As 
he came in our human nature, as a dele- 
gate perſon from Gop, for the redemption 
of mankind, how would you have him 
otherwiſe addreſs himſelf to them, than as 
coming from. Gon for that end? He was 
not to appear as Gop, but man, as the ſeed 
of the woman in this great work: a man 
dent from Gon, and therefore to ſpeak and 
act as by commiſſion from Him. But this 
proves. nothing againſt his divine nature, 
nor ought his ſaying his FAT HER was 
greater than him, and referring all he ſaid 
c and 
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and did to his appointment and will, be 
any prejudice now to our believing what 
the Scriptures declare of his eternal power 
and GopuEaD, and his being partaker of 
the ſame nature and eſſence with the FA- 
THER, and ſo one Gop with him. 


But that there is ſuch a Trinity of 
perſons in the GoputAD, as we confeſs in 
the Athang/fian Creed, may further appear, 
not only that we are to be baptized in the 
name of all the three perſons, FATHER, 
Son, and HoLy GuosT, but that many of 
the ſame things are aſcribed ſometimes to 
one, ſometimes to another of them, which 
ſhews that there is an intimate conjunction 
and communication between them, and 
that they are one and the ſame in eſſence 
and power, however differenced by pecu- 
liar properties hetween themſelves. Would 
they be joined in that ſolemn action of 
admitting members into the Church, if 
thoſe admitted were not to underſtand by 
it, that thoſe are the perſons that co-operate 
in the work of their Salvation, and to 
whom therefore our duty and honour is 
alike to be paid? And when we read the 
lame actions aſcribed to each perſon, crea- 


tion, raifing the dead, &c, what can wg 
E infer, 
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infer, but that they are one in nature, how- 
ever ad extra they appear diſtinct to us? 
Though there are peculiar properties 
aſcribed to each, as Redemption to the 
Son, Sanctification to the SP1R1T, &c. yet 
there are things faid to be done by every 


one of them. ſeverally as by a power com- 
mon alike to them all. 


And here let me make an obſervation, I 
hope without offence, which is this ; that 
when we pray to Gop in general, we un- 
derſtand the whole TRiniTyY, and when we 


pray to either of the three Perſons in par- 


ticular, FATHER, Son, or HoLY Gos, 
it is not excluſive of the other Perſons, 
but in conjunction with them, as being but 
one Gop. We apply to the whole TRI· 
NITY, or to the GoDHEAD in general, for 
thoſe graces and bleſſings we are told in 
Scripture are more eſpecially and particu- 
larly derived to us by that Perfon, or 
granted for his ſake to whom we pray. 
And therefore we addreſs ourſelves to each 
Perſon with ſuch compellations, as are 
ſuitable to the characters they are diſtin- 
guiſhed by in Scripture, as FATHER of all 
Mercies, CHRIST our SAvI1OUR and Rx- 
DEEMER, the HoLy SPIRIT as Comforter 
and 
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and Sanctifier, &c. to ſignify the gifts and. 
graces we more eſpecially at that time ſup- 
plicate for, and to fix the intention of our 
mind more earneſtly on them, but ſtill ex- 
pecting them not ſeverally from the Perſon 
alone we ſo addreſs, but from the united, 
entire Gop EAD. But as there is a rela- 
tion of order between the three Perſons, 
the FAT HER is conſidered as the firſt | 
and higheſt, and to be addreſſed to with 
titles of proper hongur and reſpect; and 
the Son and HoLy Gos r according to 
that relation we are told in Holy Scripture 
they bear to him as inferior in order, not, 
in power. 


And this I hope may be ſufficient to 
vindicate us from the reproach you would 
caſt upon us, and to ſhew that we have 
ſome reaſon both for our belief and prac- 
tice. But I trouble you too long, and pro- 
bably to very little purpoſe, as you appear 
ſo abſolutely determined to abide by your 
opinion, whatever, may be ſaid againſt it: 
Much leſs therefore may I hope my weak 
endeavours ſhould contribute any thing 
towards making you alter it. Yet I hope 
it may be excuſed, from the concern I have 
tor the hanour of our Church, and that a 


E 2 perſon 


L 4% } 


perſon of your. ingenuity and virtue, and 
zeal for true Godlineſs, ſhould have con- 
ceived ſuch a diſlike to any part of her 
worſhip. And I wiſh you would yet better 
conſider the incomprehenſible nature of the 
Dir, and how impoſſible it is for us to 
have any juſt 6r adequate conceptions of 
the form or manner in which it exifts : 
and therefore how unſafe it muſt be to 
reject thoſe ſtrong proofs that- the Scrip- 
tures lay before us, of the Gop HEAD of 
the Son and Hory GurosT, on account of 
the narrow notions we have formed to 
ourſelves of Perſons here, and becauſe we 
therefore think that three Perſons cannot 
be One Gop. I end all with that moſt 
charitable prayer of our Church, That it 
may pleaſe Gon to bring into the way of 
truth all ſuch as have erred and are deceived, 
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LETTER the THIRD. 


Y 8 1 find, have had the 
ſucceſs I expected them to have, 
| that is, none at all. For I 


could not believe that any thing 
I- could pretend to offer ſhould have any 
better effect. But I thought ſome no- 
tice ſhould be taken of your performance 
and I did not then know who elſe would 
be at the trouble of doing it. However I 
ſhall not attempt any thing farther for 
your conviction, but leave you to the cor- 
rection of a better anſwerer, and to Gop's 
Grace, which I wiſh may be your: guide, 
Yet as I have troubled. you ſo far, I am 
willing to add a few reflections on your 
conduct, that I hope will be taken in good 
part, though they ſhould prove as aſclel 
as any thing I have ſaid already. 


The cenſure you paſs upon our Church, 
ſhould it be groundleſs, (and I think you 
are not yet arrived to Infallibility,) may 
call for your ſerious conſideration. You 
charge us with no leſs than Idolatry, with 

worſhip» 
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worſhipping thoſe that by nature are na 


Gods, and you call to the people to come 
out from us, leſt they be partakers of our 
fins.” And this you do upon your own 
judgment only, and vilify a Church that 
has been the bulwark and glory of the Re- 
formation, and that was ſettled with the 
greateſt care of the moſt; pious and learned 
perſons, many of whom died for her faith, 

that faith which has been ſince defended 
in like manner to the admiration of _ 
World. 


This is: chat Church you have con- 
1 and. reviled; and in your great 
real have caſt opprobrious names, (as you 
think them at leaſt,) Athana/ians, — Sa- 
phifters, —Bigots, &c. on the ableſt De- 
fenders of it. I ſay not now with what 


modeſty this is done, by one, that vainly 


mould I ſay, or proudly, writes himſelf a 
EivERY-SEBRVANF. But can the bittereſt 
Sectaries be more inveterate, or the greateſt 
Libertines wiſh it worſe reproach ? And 


is this to be a Friend to Religion, as I be- 


hove you would be thought to be, in an 
age already ſo wicked and corrupt, ſo prone 
to infidelity, and fo glad of oy an 
> a our Faith ? 
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Will this help to fill out Chürches, or 
to make a careleſs generation, already too 
unmindful of their duty, more diligent in 
worſhipping Gop, or more attentive to the 
means of their Salvation? or will it not 
help rather to unſettle and diſtract men's 
minds, eſpectally of the weak and ignorant; 
to give many a pretence for the neglect of 
all religion, and prepare others for Schiſm, 
and ſome new Sect, of which we have al- 
ready too great ſtore ? This is the ſervice 
you are like to do to religion. For people 
are generally fond of novelties of every 
kind, and are ready to run after the ſetters 
up of ſome new thing. From whence 
perhaps you may expect to be gratified with 
applauſe, as being the writer of a book 
againſt the Church. 


But not only this, but you ſeem to ſound 

a trumpet to Sedition, and to give the 
alarm to the loweſt of the people to ſet up 
again for Reformers, by telling them, that 
a Reformation muſt now begin with them, 
—that the great and learned are Athana- 
ans, —Bigots, &c. that pervert the Scrip- 
tures, and endeavour to keep the people in 
ſuperſtition and error. This is an hard 
cenſure. But what profit is it to the 
great and learned, to be Athena/rans rather 
than 
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than Ariaut, as ſome are now ſaid to be ? 


or why did our firſt reformers reject the 
one opinion, and eſtabliſh the other as the 
doctrine of our church, but that they found 
it more agreeable to ſcripture, antiquity, 
and the dignity of our Saviouk's miſſion 
and character? And I hope we ſhall have 
no more reformations from the mob. The 
nation ſure paid too dear for that in the 
laſt century, to run any more, we truſt, 
into ſuch madneſs. 


Should a farther reformation be thought 


neceſſary, or that it were fit to make any 


alteration in our liturgy, tis hoped it will 
be done, as at firſt, by lawful authority, 


and not by popular rage and fury; and 


will be conducted by men of learning and 
piety, and ſound judgment, who may be fit 


for ſo great a work. But to ſummon the 


populace to it, and tell them it muſt begin 
from them, is aſſuming that to yourſelf, 
which ſure hardly can become a perſon in 
the ſtation you boaſt of, 


But I impute it to your zeal, and hope 
that may be in ſome meaſure your excuſe. 


| Your piety and earneſtneſs to promote 
true a is highly commendable, and 
] am glad to ſee that you profeſs {o great 


a regard 
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a regard for our bleſſed Saviour, and to 
that revelation he has made to the world. 


But I ſee not how this is conſiſtent with 
depreciating him into a creature, or how 
we can have that faith in his blood, or be- 
lieve he has made that ſatisfaction for our 
ſins, which the ſcriptures declare to have 
been a ranſom for all, ſhould we think 
him *of an inferior nature, or any thing 
leſs than Gop and Man. And the doctrine 
you contend for muſt give great advantage 
to thoſe who are for ſetting up what they 
call Natural Religion only, if any religion 
at all, and the worſhip of one Gop with- 
out a REDEEMER, 


You, I am perſuaded, have no intention 
of doing this, as you every where expreſs 
ſo high a reſpect to our bleſſed Saviour. 
But your Unjfarian opinion, I doubt, leads 
too directly to it, and is now in this age 
ſo much promoted and favoured by many 
for that end. As I believe you, in the 
ſincerity of your heart, have embraced 
that opinion, without any ſuch deſign, I 
hope Gop may in mercy pardon your 
error, and in his time give you the know- 
ledge of the Truth. 


THE END, 
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